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on the month’s news. | 


_Who’s king of the castle? 
We had more than our share of elections. 
‘last month. On the same day of June 9th’ 
‘there were five parliamentary by-elections —. 
plus elections all over Britain and the: 
Continent to the European Parliament. As 
predicted, the Government fared disas- 
trously; Labour was mightily successful; the 
Liberal Democrats meanwhile did well by 
winning the by-election in Eastleigh, though 
they scored less impressively in the Euro- 
polls. A universal rush to vote Labour was 
the dominating trend, though this had much 
less to do with knowledge of or support for 
Labour policies than with the desire on the 
part of millions to hit the Government as 
hard as possible by voting for the candidates 
most likely to unseat the Tories. 

For us, the overwhelming impression 
gained through media coverage of these 
elections was of how elections in general 
have degenerated into mere sport, with 
pundits assessing the chances of the 
competing parties rather as they would 
horses in a coming racing event. How many 


_ times have we seen some TV presenter 


coming on screen in the manner of a Peter 
Snow, informing us of how brilliantly he 
had worked out what percentage of a swing 
to Labour in the by-elections and Euro- 


~ elections would be necessary to secure such 


and such a majority for that party if there 
were now to be a general election? All this 


‘of course is wholly academic, since no such 


general election is due for nearly three 
years. It is also, to the better informed, 
equally academic because whichever one of 
the two leading parties wins the next general 
election the course on which Britain will 
proceed will be much the same. None of 
this, however, was allowed to spoil the 
essential fun of predicting the results then of 


' watching the spokesmen and spokeswomen 


either gloat over them or explain them away, 
as the case may be. 

The latter pastime always causes the 
greatest amusement. Of course, every 
representative of an unsuccessful party in an 
election feels bound to interpret the result of 
that election in the way that leaves the 
greatest crumbs of comfort for the party 
faithful. If the polls go badly, one get-out is 
to say that they were not as bad as originally 
feared. Another, if applicable, is to claim 
that the swing towards the rival party, 
though still evident, has slowed down. When 
it is the apologists for the Government who 
are in the dock it is a customary gimmick to 
assert that ‘unpopular’ policies are called 
for, requiring courage of course! The 
Government has shown its admirable 
strength by putting the national interest 


‘before its own voter ratings — and other 


such hogwash. Then of course there is the 


‘excuse of impotence: there is a worldwide 


recession, and so none of the nation’s 
economic troubles are the Government’s 
fault! 

Beholding the glee with which the 
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there!’’ 


politicians of the electorally successful: 
parties proclaim their victories is equally 
nauseating. Among these, Labour’s Frank 
Dobson was, last month, the one whose 
triumphant smirk was most guaranteed to get 
the hackles rising. At one victory celebration 
there was a glimpse of naked reality when 
the successful Labour group were shown 


with clenched fists in the air bawling the 


Red Flag — no doubt an embarrassment to 
the party’s image-makers who are currently 
striving very hard to make Labour accept- 
able to ‘moderate’ opinion, especially in the 
southern shires. 

What comes out of all this is that British 
politics have today been reduced to little 
more than an acrimonious beauty contest. 
What one party is saying to the others is: 
‘‘We’re ahead in the popularity ratings — so 
This immediately invites the 
rejoinder: ‘“We’ve got a little behind at the 
moment but we’ll catch up with you and 
overtake you again — so there!’’ Such 
puerile exchanges are no way to conduct 
‘public debate in a country given to thinking 
of itself as politically mature. What surely 
matters above all is which party is politically 
right; which party, in other words, has the 
policies which can halt national decline and 
lead to national recovery. That is what the 
argument should be about; it should not be 
about which party currently has its nose 
ahead in the unedifying game of mass 
popularity-seeking. None of this is to say 
that being right in itself is enough; of course 
the only way for right policies to prevail is 
for the party holding them to acquire polit- 
ical power. It is only to say that the 
rightness or wrongness of policies should 
occupy centre stage in public debate. That is 
not happening at the moment. Who, just 
momentarily, is king of the electoral castle 
seems to everybody much more important. 

One wonders whether it is expecting too” 
much to hope that some day a party spokes- 
man when asked about his party’s bad 
election results will reply: ‘‘Yes, they were 
very bad indeed. The people at the moment 


_ do not want to support us. But that does not 
_ make our policies wrong; those policies 
- remain absolutely right, and we must 
' continue to fight for them until we have 


brought the people over to our side.’ Such 


, an honest statement would perhaps be 
. demoralising to the flimsy folk among such 


a party’s supporters, who desperately want 


| to be on a winning bandwaggon, but it 
: would at least constitute an attempt to bring 
politics in this country up to an adult level. 


Packaged Jeader 


The other development dominating the 
news headlines last month was Labour’s 


, search for’ a new leader to replace the 


recently deceased John Smith. While at the 


_ time of our going to press a final choice has 


not yet been made, there seems little doubt 
that the man to take the job will be Shadow 
Home Secretary Tony Blair. 

Should Mr. Blair be chosen to head the 


‘BAMBI?’ 
The new breed of political party leader, 
packaged like soap powder so as to soothe 
the electorate. 


Labour Party it will represent just one more 
stage in the evolution towards ‘packaged’ 
politics. Tony Blair is in fact a total political 
nonentity. He has no achievement to his 
credit worthy of the smallest mention. He 
has never identified himself with any firm 
viewpoint on anything. He has the face of a 
‘moderately pretty girl and a voice suggestive 
of the ventriloquist’s dummy he is clearly 
intended to be. The silly grin which scarcely 
ever leaves him, even when he is attempting 
to talk about things of the most serious 
import, almost eclipses that of John Major 
as a study in trained fatuity. Not for nothing 
has the new man been quickly nicknamed 
‘Bambi’. 

Writing of his speech accepting nomin- 
ation in ‘Labour’s leadership stakes, Adrian 
Lithgow, political editor of The Mail on 
Sunday, said:- 

‘*... it was a speech littered with the 
clichés that are already characteristic of 
the modernising tendency of the Labour 
Party and which will, unless backed by 
solid action, become more and more mean- 
ingless. 
**In a state that seemed almost dreamlike at 
times, Blair skirted over the details of his 
policies on unemployment and nationalised 
industries with the same mantras: ‘What 
we want is economic efficiency and social 
justice... We must change the tide of 
ideas... We must state a new vision for our 
country.’ It is impossible not to agree with 
the man, and his remarks brought raptur- 
ous applause from the 200 party membezs 
there to cheer him on. 

‘But this was not because he was actually 

saying something new which was capturing 

the imagination of the new political 
generation. It was precisely because he 
was saying nothing meaningful that it was 


impossible for anyone to disagree.”’ 
And Lithgow continued further on:- 


‘“What we have, in fact, is a character 
formed to be maximally voter-friendly. A 
man who could have been marketed for a 
soap powder promotion. A product aimed 
at not scaring Tory waverers and satisfying 
the demands of Labour left-wing tradition- 
alists whose support Blair needs in equal 
measure.”’ 


All of which is thoroughly representative 
of current political trends. Blair, like 
John Major, has no strong convictions about: 
anything is the highest recommendation to 
those who exercise the real power and 
control over our lives and who manipulate 
politicians as if they were marionettes.: 
Indeed, as the creature’s mouth clicks up 
and down in repetition of all the fashionable 
phrases of the moment the performance 
prompts the question of whether he is 
actually real! 


No hope on jobs 
There is no doubt that the massive swing 
to Labour that has been pronounced in the 


recent local government and European. 


elections has been influenced more than 
anything by discontent over unemployment 
and the belief that Labour can do more than 
the other parties to recreate Britain’s 
millions of lost jobs. Labour in its turn has 
naturally done nothing to discourage that 
belief. 


But behind all this what is the substance - 


of the idea that Labour is the party of higher 
employment? 

In an article in The Observer on June 12th 
Anthony Bevins examined Labour’s recent 
pronouncements on the subject. In his 
findings there is little to suggest that a 
Labour Government would deliver the 
goods. Bevins examined a paper published in 
1990 by a working party led by John 
Prescott which focused on the need for a 
government-backed scheme to expand 


_Britain’s transport «nfrastructure. Then there 


was the policy, repudiated by the party’s 
then leader John Smith in 1992 but revived 
' by Shadow Chancellor Gordon Brown in 
May this year, for releasing £5.3 billion of 
capital receipts held by housing authorities in 
order to revive the construction industry. 
This, it has been claimed, would provide at 
least 200,000 new jobs. 

These things aside, there was very little to 
suggest that Labour can do anything more to 
solve the unemployment problem than 
condemn the present Government’s failure in 
that sector. Nowhere in any Labour policy 
declarations, nor ‘even in the party’s 
discussion papers, is there any appreciation 
of the chief cause of worklessness in Britain. 

That, very simply, is the commitment of 
the party, and every other mainstream party, 
to economic internationalism. 

Millions of Britons are out of work 
because we are importing from abroad 


‘finished goods which Britain’s original 


industrial system was structured to produce 


within our own borders. This country 
became a great economic power through 
manufacturing. We have become a third-rate 
economic power through the decline of 
British manufacturing. No economic 
recovery is any more than an idle dream 
except through the resurgence of British 
manufacturing. 

And that resurgence will not come about 
merely by releasing more capital to generate 
jobs in industries like building and transport; 
the first requirement is that we stop 
importing vast quantities of manufactured, 
goods from abroad and revert to producing - 
them at home. 

Some glimmer of a realisation of the need 
for a manufacturing revival is now being 
shown — and not only in Labour circles; 
Tory economic thought is beginning to cast 
away the shackles of the Thatcher doctrine, 
with its fetish for Britain paying her way in 
the world through financial and service 
industries, and to embrace the principle of 
pursuing prosperity through the opening of 
more factories. 

But all of this supposes the retention of 
the international free-trading system and is 
‘based on the hope that Britain can become 
‘more competitive within that system than in 
the past. Nowhere in the modern doctrines 
of any of the parties is there an awareness 
that this is impossible as long as British 
industry is forced to compete in our own 
-markets with cut-price goods produced in the 
cheap-labour factories of the Far East. 

Nor is there any awareness that British 
investment capital, in order for it to be; 
effective in regenerating industry at home, 
must cease to be international and must 
become single-mindedly national; in other 
words, the City can no longer remain an 
institution left to its own devices in the 
pursuit of short-term profits but must 
become an instrument of national policy, 
directed where necessary by government and 
dedicated to long-term British industrial 
reconstruction. 

Labour, in its blindness in the face of 
these realities,. shows that it has learned 
precisely nothing since it rejected Sir 
Oswald Mosley’s Birmingham Proposals, put 
forward in 1930 in answer to an economic 
crisis that in all essentials was similar to the 
present one. The essence of Mosley’s 
argument was that British industry should 
derive its strength primarily from a secure 
and prosperous home market. This was only 
possible if manufactured imports were 
excluded and industry was thus able to pay 
high wages, which would in turn provide the 
basis for a massive increase in domestic! 
purchasing power. Through this purchasing. 
power industry could achieve economies of 
scale and thus be more competitive in world. 
markets — though its dependence on the 
latter would be much less than in the past 
because of the vastly reduced import bill. 

Labour then rejected nationalism in favour 
of internationalism because Labour, notwith- 
standing the noises its spokesmen occasion- 

‘Contd. overleat . 
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solutions to economic problems based on 
national resources, organisation and effort; 
and it chases, just as in the past, moonbeams 
of ‘world solidarity’ and the ‘brotherhood of 
man’. The logic of Labour’s policy is that 
British factory workers must spend their 
days staring at their income-supplement- 
sponsored television sets until their 
counterparts in South Korea and Malaysia 


are paid the wages of Birmingham and 


Manchester. This is the brutal truth behind 
all the rhetoric about ‘job-creation’ ‘that 
echoes through the conference halls. of 
Brighton and Blackpool. 

Labour, in other words, offers no 
concrete proposals whatever for dealing with 
the unemployment problem — only woolly 
ideals as remote from the real world of the 
1990s and they were from that of the 1930s. 


Russia chases the ‘fast buck’ 


It has been a recurring theme in these 
- columns that Russia, liberated from 
communism, shows the tendency to embrace 
all the worst features of liberal capitalism. 
No more depressing symptom of this can be 
found than the recent news that the beautiful 
‘city of St. Petersburg (recently restored to 
its traditional name) is to be opened up to 
the property developers. 

According to a report in The Observer on 
June 12th, the city’s chief architect, one 
Oleg Kharchenko, is gleefully proclaiming’ 
that: ‘‘Now there are no constraints on 
planning for the future.’’ One of Mr. 
Kharchenko’s plans is for a new ‘business 
centre’ to be built to the north of the old 
city. Another is the erection of a 400ft-high 
office block on Vasilevsky Island. Local 
traditionalists are protesting that this will 
dwarf the nearby 320ft St. Isaacs Cathedral 
and open the way for a forest of sky- 
scrapers. Where Mr. Kharchenko is 
concerned, these protests seem to be falling 
on deaf ears. His dream, according to the 
report, is for ‘‘a business zone in the north 
of the city, a forest of high-rise blocks 
complete with a decorative entertainment 
complex and lagoons for pleasure craft.”’ 

This Kharchenko is obviously a type 
likely to meet with great favour among the 
‘planners’ (if such they can be called) of 
cities in the West, particularly the Anglo- 
Saxon world where the art of constructing 
hideously mishapen urban jungles has been 
developed to perfection. He would no doubt 
get on tremendously well with the likes of 
Sir Peter Palumbo, who has distinguished 
himself (as well as making a huge fortune) 
in the disfigurement of London. 

There is not enough discussion, at least in 
this country, of the question of how differing 
attitudes to city development reflect differing 
political philosophies. To the free-market 
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‘liberal’, the city is essentially a place of 
convenience; a means of making a profit and 
a location where the very maximum utility 
must be squeezed out of every square yard 


of land. This type of individual is totally: 


incapable of conceiving the idea of the city 
as a cultural creation and the object of its 
inhabitants’ pride. He would dismiss as 
absurd the suggestion that the city occupant 
might experience some elevation of the spirit 
by journeying to and from work in surroun- 
dings of abundant space, symmetry and 
beauty, and that attachment to his or her city 
_or town might be the wellspring of a local 
patriotism whose logical extension 


Max Hutchison, has contemptuously 
dismissed as ‘civic jingoes’ those of his 
profession who feel there is a place for the 
noble and the grand in city design and con- 
struction. The words ‘fascist’ and ‘nazi’ 
have even been bandied, about by the 
moderns as epithets to be slapped on people 
who feel that the rules of beauty’ should 
serve as curbs against the frenzied drive to 


build higher, faster and cheaper — no doubt’ 
a harkback to Hitler’s desire that the cities. 


of Germany should impress both indwellers 
and visitors with their architectural 
splendour. 

But in fact most of the really great cities 
of Europe are products of this impulse. They 
reflect a view that the public spirit rather 
than trade and commerce should provide the 
‘dominating impulse behind city construction. 
It is said of Germany that many of its fine 
cities are no more than the products of the 
ambitions of the country’s one-time petty- 
state rulers to outdo one another in the 
magnificence of their capitals. Well, be this 
as it may, Europe is none the poorer for that 
tendency. A similar impulse might be 
observed in many of the leading cities of 
Spain and Italy. Generally speaking, the 
Continent of Europe has kept at bay the 
depredations of the skyscraper block better 
than have Britain, Canada, Australia and the 
United States. There would seem to be some 
link here with the respective political 
cultures of the nations involved, with the 
second category giving greater license to the 
rampages of private greed — all in keeping 
with the individually selfish ethic of freedom 
without responsibility. 

It is much to be hoped that the 21st 
century will differ greatly from its 
predecessor in many things, among which 
will be a determined corporate drive to bring 
about the resurgence of the city — that is to 
say the city as conceived by Greek and 
‘Roman creative builders rather than Anglo- 
Saxon and Levantine business freebooters. 

For the moment we must also trust that in 
Russia the forces of culture and tradition 
will muster the lobbying strength to protect 
the imposing skyline of St. Petersburg from 
the ghastly rampages of ‘westernisation’. We 
must hope, in other words, that the spirit of 
Peter the Great will prevail over the 
ambitions of Oleg Kharchenko and those like 
him. Perhaps the most encouraging of Mr. 


is. 
national patriotism. One modernist architect, 


Kharchenko’s statements is that ‘right now 
investors seem to be showing little interest in 
his future designs for the city. 

May it remain so. 


The establishment has 
its pound of flesh 


A vicious injustice occurred at Southwark 
Crown Court last month when British 
National Party National Organiser Richard 
Edmonds was found guilt) by a jury on a 
charge of ‘violent disorder’ as a result of a 
fracas taking place in East London’s Brick 
Lane last September. As this case is no 
longer sub judice, we can say now what we 
were unable to say previously: that Mr. 
Edmonds was totally innocent of the charge, 
having taken no part in the fracas but, on the 
contrary, done everything possible to cool 
things down. He was picked out as a parti- 
cipant by a Miss Jenny Bone, who had come 
to the scene accompanied by a black man 
with the express intention of causing trouble 
with a group of BNP supporters, who had 
been peacefully drinking in a pub. Due in 
large part to the provocative behaviour of 
Miss Bone and her escort, some disorder did 
occur; but in no way did it involve Mr. 
Edmonds. Miss Bone put the finger on him 
for no other reason than that he was a 
leading official of the BNP and she hoped 
she could damage the party’s organisation by 
‘stitching him up’ and getting him 
imprisoned for a long period. 

In her evidence to the police Miss Bone 
claimed she had no connections with any 
political body. This was later revealed to be 
a downright lie, as her father is a leading 
member of the far left-wing ‘Class War’. 
We have no proof of whether Miss Bone is 
an active participant in the group herself, but 
what was clear from the trial is that 
members of the group present in the court 
gallery knew her well enough to be shouting 
continual messages of support and encour- 
agement to her. 

The police, on the very flimsiest evidence, 
charged Richard Edmonds with ‘violent dis- 
order’ and opposed his application for bail. 
He spent nearly three months in prison 
awaiting trial before bail was finally granted. 
We are convinced that this police action was 
prompted by political pressure, since in 
almost all cases of a similar nature bail is 
automatically granted. 

When the case came to trial last month the 
prosecution’s main witness, Miss Bone, was 
totally discredited in the box. Judge 
Christopher Hardy, presiding, clearly 
recognised this because in the course of the 
trial he ordered the immediate acquittal of 
another defendant, John Morse, after Miss 
Bone had testified that he had taken part in 
the alleged disorder. Nevertheless the jury 
— in the estimation of one BNP observer 
present, a weak, cowardly-looking bunch of 
liberals — found Mr. Edmonds guilty. 

Judge Hardy, however, when passing 
sentence gave Mr. Edmonds a term of 
imprisonment of no more than three months. 
As the defendant had already served eleven 


weeks on remand, the Judge ordered his 
immediate release. 

Newspaper reports following the trial 
expressed outrage at the lightness of the 
sentence. A screaming headline in the 
Evening Standard said: ‘‘Fury as BNP thug 
is freed.’’ The next day’s leader in the Daily 
Mail protested: ‘‘Edmonds, an organiser for 
the neo-nazi (sic!) British National Party, 
received an absurdedly lenient sentence of 
just three months.”’ 

What should have been obvious, however, 
was that the Judge had ordered the immed- 
iate release of the BNP Organiser precisely 


because he knew he had been innocent of the | 


charge levelled against him but felt unable to 
overrule the jury in their verdict. Some 
credit is due to Judge Hardy for this decision 
but not too much. 

Having used his prerogative during the 
trial to instruct the jury to acquit John Morse 
and another defendant, Paul Steele, for lack 
of evidence against them he could well have 
done the same thing in the case of Richard 
Edmonds, but he did not. It would seem 
here that intense political pressure was 
building up for Mr. Edmonds to be given at 
least a token conviction and sentence. The 
case had received a good deal of media 
hype. Richard Edmonds was the senior BNP 
official present on the occasion. Had he been 
acquitted along with the other two there 
most certainly would have been considerable 
public uproar. It would have taken some 
courage for the Judge to risk being in the 
line of fire in this respect. His failure to 
insist that Richard Edmonds be found not 
guilty was nevertheless hardly admirable. 

No doubt feeling bound to justify himself, 
Judge Hardy summed up with a rather 


craven political speech addressed to Mr. 


Edmonds, in which he said:- 

*‘When people associate themselves with 
extreme political organisations, whether on 
the right or the left, they are to a certain 
extent riding a tiger. I suspect that you like 
that ride because it gives you a sense of 
importance and power. 

“There is no doubt from what I have 
heard in this case that people in the BNP 
respect you and look up to you. It is, 
however, a dangerous animal and when it 
is loose in the streets you must restrain it 
and not goad it.”’ 


This argument is flawed from start to 
finish. What Judge Hardy was in effect 
saying was that judgement of this case would 
and should have been different if the BNP 
were not classified as an ‘extreme’ political 
organisation. British law should be 
concerned solely with the facts involved in 
each particular case and should not be 
interested in the political complexion of the 
parties involved. 

As for saying that Richard Edmonds 
‘liked’ the ride on the allegorical tiger 
because it gave him ‘‘a sense of importance 
and power,’’ the Judge was here simply 
admitting that he was allowing a personal 
opinion to sway his judgement of a case in 
which justice alone should have been the 


criterion, furthermore that this personal 


opinion was without any doubt influenced by 
his political prejudices against the BNP. 
Presumably, had the latter not been a party 
designated by the good Judge as ‘extreme’, 
he would not have felt obliged to make the 
assumption that Richard Edmonds liked the 
‘‘sense of importance and power’’ that came 
of being a leading official in it. Leaders of 
‘moderate’ and ‘respectable’ political parties 
do the jobs they do out of a sense of duty, 
Sut leaders of ‘extreme’ ones do so because 
it gives them a sense of importance and 
power. You see the difference! 

The Judge spoke of Richard Edmonds 
being bound to ‘restrain’ the tiger of BNP 
‘extremism’. Well of course any leader 
when confronted with a volatile situation 
should do his best to restrain others when 
there is evidence that they need restraining. 
The point is whether Richard Edmonds 
could have done any more in the way of 
restraint than he did. All the evidence given 
in the trial suggested that he did everything 
possible. There is the additional point that 


Mr. Edmonds was not on trial for failing to: 


restrain others; he was charged with not 
acting with restraint himself. Not a scrap of 
evidence justified that charge, nor the charge 
that he ‘goaded’ anyone. 

The most generous thing one could say 
about the outcome of this case is that it 
could have been worse — given the great 
pressure being applied to have Richard 


Edmonds incarcerated for a considerable 


time. He is now free and able to resume his 
activities on behalf of the BNP, and that is 
something over which we should all be glad. 

But the fact remains that justice in this 
case was not done. A wholly innocent man 
was deprived of eleven weeks of his freedom 
and had a conviction recorded against him 
which should never have been. The case 
reflects no credit on the British judicial 
system nor on the police involved in 
bringing the charges nor on the highly 
placed personages behind the scenes who 
undoubtedly used their influence to make the 
trial a political one and the defendants 


CONFRONTATION 
Who are the real troublemakers — the 
BNP or its opponents? This little scene, 
witnessed as Richard Edmonds was 
leaving court, should give some clue as to 
the answer. 


sacrificial lambs on the altar of ‘anti- 
racism’. The affair stinks, and the stink is to 
be traced to the innermost portals of the 
British establishment. 

In giving particular prominence to the role 
of Richard Edmonds, who was obviously 
target number one in this witchhunt, we 
should not forget two other defendants, 
Stephen O’Shea, who received a one-year - 
sentence for ‘violent disorder’, and Simon 
Biggs, who was given the much heavier 
term of 4'4 years for the same offence and 
for the additional one of grievous bodily 
harm. Mr. Biggs’ conviction on the latter 
charge was based on the allegation that he 
attacked Miss Bone’s companion with a 
broken bottle and scarred him for life. 
Whilst there was an attack of this kind (by a 
person unknown), Mr. Biggs emphatically 
denies being that person. As this article goes 
to press Mr. Biggs is lodging an appeal 
against his conviction, and we cannot 
therefore comment any more on the matter. 


The BBC runs true to form 


So the BBC is in hot water with some 
journalists and politicians because of its: 
latest plan to restrict almost half the places 
in its 1994-95 training programme to 
applicants from ethnic minority groups. 

Just what did these people expect? For a 
long time now we have known all about the 
kind of creatures running Britain’s main 
broadcasting corporation. Yet no-one has 
done anything to dislodge them from their 
positions of power. Can we wonder that the 
arrogance and contempt with which these 
media mandarins treat the country whose 
people pay their salaries is increasing by the 
minute? 
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JUST WHAT ARE OUR STATE 
SECURITY SERVICES UP TO? 


JOHN TYNDALL reflects on the message of the Dimbleby 
Lecture recently given by the chief of MI5 


Treason doth never prosper. What’s the. 
reason? For when it prosper none dare call. 


Sir John Harington. 


it treason! 


AN UNUSUAL PRECEDENT was set 
when Mrs. Stella Rimington, the Director 


General of MI5, delivered a Dimbleby: 


Lecture on BBC1 last month on the role 
of her organisation. Previously the 
operations of MIS were not regarded as a 
fit subject to be: spoken about in public, 
but in keeping with what has been 
described as a new spirit of ‘openness’ this 
rule has now been changed. The change is 
no doubt due to some extent to intensive 
lobbying by liberal and left-wing groups, 
who would claim that the secrecy that has 
previously shrouded the workings of 
Britain’s state security services is not in 
with ‘democracy’. 

On the other hand, we should not imagine 

that the ‘openness’ symbolised by Mrs. 


Rimington’s lecture is quite as open as it: 


may seem. It is easy enough to toss out a 
few crumbs to lobby groups of this kind by 
disclosing facts that are either relatively 
unimportant or so obvious that most people 
would surmise their existence anyway. No 
truly effective state security system could 
function without most of its operations and 


procedures being secret. There should be no. 


need for the state to apologise for this 
‘secrecy, nor should a healthy public opinion 
ever require such an apology. If the head of 
MIS was really using her lecture to disclose 
information that mattered she would not be 
doing her job properly. 

At the same time there are one or two 
assertions made by Mrs. Rimington which 
do confirm what many of us have long 
suspected: that Britain’s state security is 
wrong at very first base, because its oper- 
ations are governed by certain assumptions 
that are fundamentally flawed. 


I.R.A. AND LOYALISTS 

Fighting Irish terrorism, Mrs. Rimington 
said, was now MIS’s key task, taking up 
nearly half of its £150 million annual 


budget. She went on to speak of the . 


Provisional IRA — ‘‘a sophisticated and 
ruthless terrorist organisation’’ — as posing 
the threat to national security. But 
she then referred to ‘‘so-called loyalist 
paramilitary groups’’ who were also guilty 
of indiscriminate violence, the countering of 
which was ‘‘difficult and dangerous.’’ 

The lumping together of the IRA and 
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loyalist paramilitary groups as if they 
belonged to the same category shows a 
complete misunderstanding of what state 
security is supposed to be all about. State 
security should be about protecting the 
nation — that is to say national security, the 


‘national borders, national sovereignty and 


the national interest. The IRA and its 
various allies are undoubtedly threats to all 
these things because they follow the same 
political aim of detaching from the United 
Kingdom a piece of its territory and a 
section of its people. The loyalist para- 


‘military groups follow no such aim. The 


essential reason for their existence is that 
official counter-insurgency forces, as 
directed by government over the past 
quarter-century, have shown neither the 
ability nor the will to. fight the IRA and its 
allies properly, that in fact their operations, 
such as they are, are carried out within the 


framework of a no-win policy. The loyalist 


itaries have been brought into being 


'to perform the role that the official counter-, 


insurgency forces have not been performing. 
Were these forces to be deployed in 


accordance with a proper winning strategy’ 


— a strategy that was opposed not only to 
the methods used by the IRA but to its basic 
political aim, i.e. the detachment of 
Northern Ireland from the United Kingdom 
— and were those directing these forces to 
give them the freedom to operate with full 
effectivess and without the constraints of 
‘legality’ that are wholly inappropriate in a 
war of national survival, the need for the 
loyalist paramilitaries would not exist. 
None of this is to say that every action 
undertaken by the loyalist paramilitaries is to 
be commended and that they should be 
allowed to act as they pleased. It is only to 
say that such operations as are conducted 
against them do not properly fall within the 
acope of ‘state security’, since they are not 
organisations which threaten the Urtited 


‘Kingdom itself or any part thereof. They are 


a@ menace neither to national security, the 
national borders, national sovereignty nor 
the national interest. 

That any substantial portion of MI5’s 

budget should have to be allocated to 
operations against the loyalist paramilitaries 
shows that those who direct our state 
security forces have got things all wrong. 

‘The Government could in a stroke eliminate 
this expense by eliminating the need for the 
loyalist paramilitaries to exist, and they 
could do that by prosecuting the war against 


of many of the agencies of the state itself. 


NEW DEFINITION 
OF ‘SUBVERSION’ 


In another section of her lecture Mrs. 
Rimington spoke of the threat of subversion 
having diminished, so that it now took up 
less than 5 per cent of the agency’s time. At 
the same time, she said, the focus had 
changed from ‘‘communist groups who 
wanted to undermine or overthrow parlia- 
mentary democracy to the extreme Right 
who exploited racial hatred and xeno- 
phobia.”’ 

Now this really is interesting! It indicates 
that today’s Government regards communists 
as less dangerous to the security of the state 
than patriots and nationalists. This of course 
prompts again the question of what is meant 
by the security of the state. Again it calls for 
an affirmation of the fact that state security 
should involve the protection of the nation 
— nothing else; state security agencies 
should not exist to protect a particular 
political system or form of government. The 
‘undermining or overthrowing of parlia- 
mentary democracy may be a bad thing or a: 
good thing, according to one’s point of 
view. But it is not something that threatens 


‘the nation itself — unless of course it is 


carried out by anti-national forces and in the 
interest of a foreign power, in which case. 
the threat would be that of the anti-national 
forces and the foreign power in whose cause 
they operated, not any threat of a different 
republican terrorism with all the vigour 
necessary to bring it to a quick conclusion. 
This is not to say that in those circum- 
stances all the loyalist paramilitaries would 
disband and that there would be no acts of 
terror carried out by them; it is only to say 
that with official counter-insurgengy forces 
operating properly most of the support for, 
the loyalist paramilitaries would be under- 
mined and operations against what remained 
would be comparatively easy and cheap and 
would fall within the scope of ordinary 


_ policing. 


Mrs. Rimington’s misunderstanding of the 
whole Northern Irish question is betrayed by 
her use of the standard establishment 
reference to ‘‘so-called loyalist paramilitary 
groups.”’ In fact most of those involved in 
these groups are not ‘so-called’ loyalists; 
they are the genuine article; they are loyal to 
the United Kingdom by the proper definition 
of loyalty — which is more than can be said 
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political system. 
It is wholly wrong to make the assumption 
that parliamentary democracy and the United 


Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern, 
Ireland are synonymous. The first is merely’ 


a method of organising a nation’s politics, 
which some nations have adopted and others 
rejected throughout history. It carries no 
special self-justifying sanction but is to be 


evaluated according to how it works. The | 


second is our nation-state itself, and that is 
something which requires defending quite 
regardless of the political system under 
which it is currently governed. The defence 
of the nation, its freedom, its borders, its 
interests, its people, is self-justifying in a 
way that is entirely independent of politics. 
No political system, on the other hand, 
justifies protection as an end in itself. A 
political system is merely a procedure for 
managing the affairs of a nation. In other 
words, it is no more than a means to an end. 


NATIONAL OR NOT? 


Those who are thought to want to 
‘“‘undermine or overthrow parliamentary 
democracy’’ do not therefore constitute a 
threat to national security — as long as they 
belong to the nation itself and as long as 
their loyalties are national and patriotic. That 
does not mean that they are necessarily in 
the right, only that the means of dealing 
with them do not fall within the scope of a 
state’s security services and their activities 


MRS. 
RIMINGTON 


Apparently does 
not know the 
difference 


between loyalty 
and subversion 


should not be given the description of 
‘subversion’ which Mrs: Rimington so 
conveniently uses. The subversion of comm- 
unist and other left-wing groups lies in the 
fact that, almost without exception, they are 
foreign in their loyalties and their activities 
are directed against Britain; it does not lie in, 
the fact that they seek an alternative form of 
government. 

What has been said in this article so far is 
of course a statement of principle. We all 
know that in the real world the practice of 
politics seldom corresponds exactly to 
principle. In practice, every apparatus of 
state security exists to protect the interests of 
those actually in power, so that a threat to 
those interests — whether or not it is a 
threat to the nation also — is perceived as 
being subversiye and therefore requiring 
protection against. This means that any such 
threat will be countered by the full use of 
the forces of state security. We should not 
therefore be surprised that those whe hold 


power in the modern Biitish State should’ 


designate our movement as ‘subversive’ and 
should be employing the forces of state 
security, including MIS, against us. Such a’ 
development is entirely predictable. Nor' 
should-we be surprised that communist and 
other left-wing groups now receive less 
attention in the way of MIS5 surveillance than, 
in the past, even though those groups’ 
activities have greatly increased and have 
become much more militant and violent. The 
point is that they are not perceived as being 
a threat to the state itself — that is to say to 
those who actually hold power. On the 
contrary, as previous’ articles in these 


. columns have suggested, the activities of 


these groups are presently perceived as 
being much more of a boon to those in 
power than they are a danger. This at least 
would explain the obvious unwillingness of 
the Government’s law-enforcement agencies’ 
to take the action against them which has 
long been merited. 


Left-wingers who like to think of them-. 


selves as ‘radicals’ — that is, against the 
‘establishment’ — would do well to ponder 
on this truth. On Mrs. Rimington’s admiss- 


ion, the state considers them now to be less: 


of a threat than ourselves. That their clearly 
illegal activities are allowed to proceed 


unhindered should perhaps be a sign to them. 


that the state may consider them actually to 
be allies against ourselves. Who after all 
was likely to benefit most from the recent 
violent attacks upon certain British National 
Party personnel in the run-up to May’s local 


government elections — the militant left- 


wing groups who may or may not have 
carried them out or the state itself? 


PROTECTING ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


As we have seen, there is apparently a 
new criterion as to what constitutes a threat: 


to the security of the state. No longer is — 


such a threat defined as action which is 
dangerous to the nation itself; the threat now 
consists of anything which is thought to 
endanger ‘democracy’, i.e. the existing 
political system. So just how vigilant are. 
Britain’s security services, such as MIS, in. 
their surveillance of those who threaten 
‘democracy’? 

Not very vigilant at all if results are 
anything to go by. In this and previous 
articles I have put the spotlight on the 
apparent impotence of the state in dealing 
with organisations clearly constituted with 
the intention of employing physical force in 
the promotion of political objectives 
(contrary to Chapter 6, Section 2 [1b] of the 
Public Order Act of 1936). I have mentioned 
in particular one group, calling itself ‘Anti- 
Fascist Action’, which without the slightest 
doubt has a policy of employing physical 
violence against those of whose politics it 
disapproves, and has in fact openly pro- 
claimed that policy in a TV broadcast in 
which it was generously given the facilities 
of the BBC. The total failure of the author- 


‘ities to take any measures against ‘Anti- 


Fascist Action’ suggests that the state 
security agencies that are supposed to be 
mobilised in defente of ‘democracy’, and 
ipso facto against groups considered a threat 


ito ‘democracy’ are not doing their job very 


efficiently! 
Another area in which the defence of 
‘democracy’ might be thought to justify 


action by the state security agencies is the 


deliberate banning of the hire of meeting 
halls to nationalist and patriotic organ- 
isations by almost all of the local authorities 
in Britain. If ‘democracy’ were to mean 
anything, such halls would be open to use by 
every type of political group irrespective of. 
its complexion. In reality they are available 
not only to the mainstream political parties 
but also to extreme leff-wing groups, 
including those friendly to the IRA, but. 
they are not available to the British National 
Party and like-minded organisations. Where 
is the ‘democracy’ here? And why are such. 
bodies as MIS not exercising surveillance 
against those responsible, so that then the. 
Government itself can take the appropriate 
legal action against them? 

I might finally mention the recent election: 
in Millwall Ward of Tower Hamlets, where: 
all manner of suspicious practices were 
employed to prevent the election of BNP: 
candidates, including the recruitment from 
outside the area of considerable numbers of 
voters not eligible to take part in the. 
election. Here was another case of ‘democ- 
racy’ being undermined. Has MIS or any 
other agency supposedly existing for the 
protection of the democratic system been 
deployed for the purpose of investigating 
that election, the conduct of which was a 
travesty. of everything ‘democracy’ is’ 


‘supposed to stand for? 


DYSFUNCTION OF THE STATE 


The employment of the nation’s state’ 
security services in any role other than the' 
safeguarding of the nation itself points to a 
fundamental dysfunction in the state. In a 
proper definition, state and nation should be, 
synonymous, or at least almost so in as 
much as the state should be the machinery 
by which the nation is governed, guarded, 
preserved and promoted. The state should 
know no interest other than the national 
interest and should serve no interest other 
than the national interest. When the state is 
seen as existing essentially to defend a 
particular political system, and state security 
services are regarded as having the task of 
safeguarding that system, .the state has 
assumed a false role and a false 
Again, this is a matter of dysfunction. 

That in the real world state security exists 
to protect the interests of those in power is 
a fact not necessarily contradictory to this. 
The big question is whether those interests 
are synonymous with those of the nation or: 
not. In a state not given to dysfunction they 
would be. In one that is dysfunctional the 
opposite is of course the case. It is the latter 
condition that obviously pertains in 1 present- 
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STATE SECURITY SERVICES 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


day Britain.. 
-; This fact has been underlined by the 
designation of ‘subversive’ given to nation- 


alist and patriotic organisations and by the 


implied statement that these organisations 
represent a greater ‘subversive’ threat than 
those of the extreme left. But*the fact is 
emphasised much more glaringly by what is 

mainstream 


‘happening on the scene of 
national politics. 


TREASON LEGALISED 


Here we have a government. which is 
dedicated, quite single-mindedly, to surren- 
_ dering national sovereignty to the European 
Union. By any normal definition of state 
security it would be that Government itself 


which would be under surveillance by the 
security agencies and whose members would 
be duly deemed subversive, not to say 
treasonous. Yet what the members of the 
Government are doing in the way of under- 
mining national sovereignty is considered a 
perfectly normal and lawful political activity, 
while the state’s security services are 
actually occupied keeping surveillance on, 
among others, those who oppose this 
treason! 


Exactly’ the same could be said of those 


who are working night and day to undermine 
Britain’s capacity for self-defence, not by the 


simple act of passing her defence secrets on 


to hostile foreign powers but by the much 
more serious acts — because they are being 
committed under the cloak of ‘legality’ — of 
effecting huge defence cuts and at the same 
time running down essential defence 
‘industries. thal s 


What all this means is that real subversion 
and treason against the state are being, 
carried out as legitimate acts of government 
while as yet small organisations with only 
minor and local political influence are under 
surveillance because they are designated 
‘potential threats to state security! 

We are indeed living in crazy times, when 
white is black and black is white, when 
patriotism is subversion and subversion is 
patriotism! 

It is only in such times that a person like 
Mrs. Stella Rimington could be appointed 
head of a body like MIS and could then be 
heard giving the ridiculous definitions of 
what constitute threats to the security of the 
state that she gave in her Dimbleby lecture. 

in saner times Mrs. Rimington would be 


‘regarded, quite properly, as an extremely 


dangerous threat to the security of the state 


~ herself! 


CULTURE v. ANTI-CULTURE 


IVOR BENSON looks at the spiritual sickness 
threatening the West 


This article, slightly abridged, is reprinted 
from the October 1965 issue of Western 
Destiny, USA, a publication which ceased 
publication in the 1960s. 


A PEOPLE’S CULTURE — using the 
word ‘culture’ to embrace only what is 
included in ‘cultural activity’ — is almost 
totally incapable of defending itself. 

Being a delicate, plant-like product of 
society, it cannot fight; it must be protected 
and defended. 

If what remains of our Western culture 
is to be saved, it must be defended by 
political means; and that presupposes that it 
is already being defended on the intellectual 
plane, since politics is ultimately dependent 
not on money, as many now suppose, but 

on living ideas. 

It is the statesman’s responsibility to 
create conditions in which a nation’s culture 
can flourish, and he can do this today only 
‘by taking steps to exclude, as far as 
possible, the influences of a world-wide 
anti-culture. 

For, basically the present world-wide 
onslaught on all national cultures has only 
one end in view — a political one. It is 
impossible to divorce our cultural struggle 
from our political one. The two are, in fact, 
only two fronts in the same struggle for 
survival. 


THE ANTI-CULTURE 


Let us not be deceived. We hear a great 
deal these days about a new ‘world culture. 
Let us call his thing by its proper name. It 
is not a new culture; it is not a world 
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culture — it is an anti-culture. By the very 
nature of things, a culture cannot be 
universal, and it is only possible to imagine 
a universal culture after we have swallowed 
the lie that all men and all races are equal 
and alike beneath the surface of their all- 
too-obvious differences, the lie that denies 
the fundamental fact of difference. 

A universal culture is a negation of the 
very essence of culture, which stands for 
self-development and self-identification of 
the individual as a prerequisite to self- 
development and  self-identification of 
people in groups, from the smallest tribe or 
clan to the great nation and the organic 
cultural unity of many nations like the 


West. 


Indeed, it is part of the reality of the 
individual to unfold and expand his 
potentialities only in the psychological 
environment created by a relatively 
homogeneous group, made up of people 
who share with him a common set-.of 
attributes and values and the same 
generalised feeling about life. 

The present world-wide cold war on the 
cultural front is directed not at the smallest 
tribal cultures, for these are of little or no 
political significance. Vestigial cultures like 
that of the Red Indian in the United States 
can be disregarded. The target today is the 
national culture, or what remains of it, in 
any country which still serves the West by 
keeping alive in the minds and breasts of 
countless individuals the passion of a 
personal, localised or national independence 
and self-determination. 

In many parts of the Western world 


PICASSO 
Leading debaucher of art. 


today and especially in the United States, 
hardly a trace of our genuine Western 
European culture survives. The victory of an 
alien anti-culture has .been well-nigh 
complete. Only islands of individual 
resistance remain — like the odd fly or two 
that survives a drenching with DDT. 

Let us get this quite clear. A culture 
cannot defend itself. It cannot fight, since it 
belongs to the plant-like aspect of life. It can 
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only obey an inner urge to try to be itself, to 
be true to itself. It grows and flourishes like 
a tender and precious plant only when 
political and social conditions permit. 

The heroes of true culture who remain 


are widely separated. That is one of the: 


tragedies of our present situation. We hear 
them today as lone voices in the wilderness, 
‘their words unintelligible to the majority of 
people. 

Said: T.S. Eliot;-- 

“The struggle of our time is to 

concentrate, not to dissipate; to renew 

Our association with traditional wisdom; 

to re-establish a vital connection between 

the individual and the race. It is, in a 

word, a struggle against Liberalism.”’ 

In those few words he expressed a total 
insight into the situation of all true culture 
today in its effort to survive against a high- 
powered anti-culture, a monstrous world- 
wide Pharisaism,. that is being passed off 
everywhere as a new kind of world culture. 


BRAVE NEW WORLD 


Artist Brian Bradshaw [was] another of 
those who could claim a deep insight into 
the modern world’s cultural situation. He 


summed up his impressions in these words:-: 


‘Today it might be said there is a new 
man, an incomplete man who is living 
like a parasite on one part of his essence. 
Such men are reflected in a 
corresponding culture, for the abstraction 

of scientific reason in its impersonal, 

isolated and therefore distorted form, is 

alone being used to fashion the pattern of 
living.”’ 

In another. part of his inaugural address 
at Rhodes University (South Africa), 
Professor Bradshaw warned us:- 

‘‘T have examined sonté evidence of an 
ethico-scientific world culture plan, a 
plan promoted by mechanist intellectuals 
whose followers have multiplied into a 
collective breed of ‘progressive type’ 
administrators. The plan has the effect of 
homogenising all cultural aspects with 
technological systems because of an 
excessive and almost exclusive esteem for 
progress in technology.”’ 

That is the evil against which our culture 
is seeking in vain to preserve itself. The 
flood of cheap mass-produced ‘enter- 
tainment’ which this spirit and this set of 
motives sponsor, not to mention the mock- 
serious art, will sweep all before it unless 
defences can be set up in time in the realm 
of the intellect. 

The evil is identified again, this time by 
the French writer Francois Mauriac:- 

“It is not what separates the United 

States and the Soviet Union that should 

frighten us but what they have in 

common; these two technocracies that 

_ think themselves antagonists are dragging 
humanity in the same direction of de- 
humanisation.’’ 

Both technocracies subscribe in the end 
to the Leninist dictum that the role of culture 
and of politics is to “‘guide the citizen’s 
processes according to a plan and form their’ 
results’ — in other words, to deprive him 
of the freedom to guide his own processes. 


understand - the cultural 


It was not for nothing that the Lenin 
Peace Prize was awarded to Picasso, the 


modernist ‘artist’, who has done as much as’ 
any man living to debauch art. Nor is it 


surprising that Picasso was a hero on both 
sides of the Iron Curtain. 


CREATIVE VITALITY 


Through cultural activity, the individual 
is brought back into identification with that 
human environment which is an inseparable 
part of his own reality, a process necessary 
for the preservation of his mental and 
spiritual health and the liberation of his 
creative vitality. 

People who are culturally developed taste 
life to the full. They have discovered an 


inner integrity and a secret of the release of. 


their powers which makes them tough, 


resilient, and independent. That means they 


are not easily handled, or lined-up, or 
controlled, plasticised, directed to serve 
other men’s dubious purposes. Thus 
conditioned, they are poor material for the 
political and social ‘engineer’ for whom 
subservience is the hallmark of ‘humanity’. 

The individual who has constant access 
to socially shared cultural activity thus 
commutes excitingly between the twin poles 


of his own being, that of the individual with 


his private and immediate set of 


requirements and that of the group with its 


interests set in a time-scale of eternity. 

What has happened in many parts of the 
world.is that the indigenous culture has been 
undermined and overthrown, and at the’ 
same time replaced with a spurious 
substitute, a pseudo-culture or anti-culture 
in the form of mass-produced and highly 
commercialised ‘entertainment’. 

All this is part of a process aimed, 
consciously by some, unconsciously by 
others, at robbing the individual of his inner 
cohesion, of rendering his more amenable 
to control from without, of reducing him to 
a safer condition of reduced vitality. 


CULTURE POISON 


How is the West to save itself from this all- 

consuming evil of cultural poisoning? 
There can be no remedy that does not 

being with education — the education, first 


‘and foremost, of the responsible few. 


be made to 
adulteration is 
supplied by the barbarian within the gate of 
Western civilisation and that the effect of it, 
clearly intended, is a kind of spiritual 
gelding or emasculation in which the will is 
not permitted to arm itself adequately with 


Young people must 


a regulatory and restraining intellect, and is © 


by these means partly disabled. 


They must be put on their guard against . 


the temptations of a cultural poison that 
produces a momentarily exciting release of 
tension — at the price, sooner or later, of 


‘a dissolution of the inner forms which. 


health and strength require, with the end. 
result of an aimless, 
emotional existence. 


confused and ~ 


They must be made to understand that 


the tragic unhappiness and suffering of 


countless individuals in our modern urban 


civilisation, the broken homes, the juvenile 


delinquency, the crime, the alcoholism and 
neurosis, the mental sickness and suicide, 
are not disparate phenomena but only so 
many different aspects of a soul which has 
been prevented from attaining maturity and 
fitness for life’s battle, and that cultural 
adulteration lies at the root of much of the 
trouble. 

They must be made to understand too, 
that in the struggle to preserve the culture 
of their nation and of the West, they are 
offered a mission capable of turning their 
lives into a challenging and satisfying 
adventure. 

The victory of a Western renaissance 
beckons the brave. 


[ FREEDOM VIDEOS | 3 


Our new expanded catalogue of nation- 
alist, revisionist and music videos (VHS) is 
now available. 

Send an SAE for full lists to: Freedom 
Videos, BM Truth, London WC1N 3XX. 


National Vanguard No. 113 (Jan-Feb 1994). 
-£1.55. Cheques/POs only to LIFE RUNE 
BOOKS, BCM BOX 6089, LONDON WC1N. 
3XX. Send 2 x 25p stamps or 3 x IRCs for 
lists. 


Are you, or have you ever been, a victim of 
Searchlight? What can you do? To whom 
can you turn for help? Why not contact the: 
‘Searchlight Victims’ Support Group’ by 
sending 3 x first class postage stamps to A, 

Jones, BM Box 4534, London WC1N 3XK 
and get the answer. 


JOIN THE 
WELLING CLUB 


The Welling Club is a special group 
that has been formed for the | 
purpose of raising money for the 
British National Party. Membership 
is open to all persons, whether or 
not BNP members, willing to 


contribute £20 each month to the 
party’s funds. 


In recent years the Welling Club | 
has been a valuable source of 
regular finance for the BNP, which 
unlike other political parties does not 
receive funding from _ foreign 
business interests.or left wing trade 
unions. 

Those wishing to join the Welling 
Ciub should apply, sending their 
initial £20 contribution (made ou:% to 
the British National Party) to PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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SUCCESS UPON SUCCESS 


recent elections, by EDDY BUTLER 


An overview of the 


BY ANY standard, the May local election 
and June by-election were tremendous 
successes for the British National Party. 
More candidates were fielded than ever 
before; our vote rose throughout the 
country and the results were the best 
ever obtained. 

The BNP’s share of the poll in the local 
government elections was good even by 
comparison with that gained in the mid 
1970s, when the then National Front was at 
its peak. Compared with results achieved by 
nationalist candidates in the recent past, our 
votes were nothing short of phenomenal. 
The icing on the cake would have been to 
have got councillors elected. However this 
was denied to us by the narrowest of 
margins. 

The electoral approach of the BNP was 
thoroughly vindicated by these results. In as 
short a time as 18 months, since elections 
Started to be fought in earnest, the BNP has 
become a significant electoral force in 
British politics. The BNP has torn up the 
rule book which had previously determined 
how nationalist parties were expected to 
behave, and which confined nationalism to 

_ Street politics alone. 

Bearing in mind that many campaigns 
were fought with humble resources and 
little or no in-depth preparation, these 
results also demonstrated that there are now 
dozens, perhaps hundreds, of wards in 
Britain which are now _ theoretically 

‘winnable by the BNP. 

Our campaign has also exposed the reds 
in the public eye as being nothing but petty 
thugs and deadbeats. Scruffy, 
gangs took to the streets in a vain attempt 
to stop our momentum. Wards in which we 
fielded candidates were covered by foul 
graffiti and swamped with illegal smear 
leaflets. Lastly the reds descended to the 
world of political terrorism. The attacks on 
‘Alf Waite, Michael Davidson and Mike 
Newland were only the most well-known 
occurrences. Undoubtedly, the reds have 
been taught their tactics by their friends in 
the IRA (indeed two anti-BNP reds are now 
in jail for their part in the last IRA bombing 
campaign in London). The pathetic attempts 
by Searchlight magazine to distance itself 
and the left from these terror attacks only 
served to highlight their guilt. Whereas the 
BNP emerged from these elections with 


clean hands, the reds were exposed as . 


political gangsters. 


AROUND THE COUNTRY 


A close examination of the BNP’s 
results shows just how successful we have 
been. 

Excepting the Millwall by-election last 
year, the results in the East End London 
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shambling. 


Borough of Tower Hamlets were the best 
ever gained by nationalist candidates in the 
area. In St. Peter’s ward, Paul Maxwell 
gained 24.2 per cent (889 votes). This was 
slightly down on the 25.6 per cent gained in 


. the 1978 local elections by the National 


Front (at that time the NF was near its peak) 
but the NF was only opposed by five other 
candidates and in 1978 the turnout was much 
lower. Paul Maxwell was also opposed by 
ten other candidates, and few resources were 
put into the campaign. Excellent results 
gained with low level campaigns were also 
attained by Vic Dooley in St. James’ ward 
(653 votes and 24.7 per cent compared to 
19.1 per cent for the NF in 1978) and in 
Holy Trinity ward (Dave King 786 votes, 
Linda Miller 743 votes and Paul McHale 
737 votes). 

In Millwall ward the votes of 2,041 for 
Derek Beackon, 1,775 for Gordon Callow 
and 1,713 for Alan Smith (28 per cent 
compared to only 15.8 per cent in 1978) 
would normally have seen all three elected 
comfortably, but the highest turnout in the 
electoral history of Tower Hamlets pre- 
vented this. Investigation has proved that 
this turnout of 67 per cent was engineered 
by the multiple voting of individuals 
registered more than once on the voting list, 
underage electors being listed and adults 
voting in their place, and the bussing in of 
people from outside the area to vote in place 
of these, from certain communities, who 
would otherwise not have bothered to vote. 
Nevertheless, the poll of 2,041 votes 
represented the highest total for any BNP 
candidate so far, in any sort of election. 

In the neighbouring Borough of 
Newham, the best result of these elections 
was produced. This was in Beckton ward 
where brave Michael Davidson’s magnificent 
459 votes and Peter Hart’s 457 votes 
(amounting to 33 per cent in a smaller ward) 
came within a mere 65 votes of getting them 
elected. This was another under-resourced 
campaign and it goes to show what could 
have been achieved with just a little more 
work. In neighbouring Custom House and 
Silvertown ward (Jeff Edmonds 759 votes, 
Kevin Vinecome 672 votes and Vince Parker 
737 votes) an impressive 24.1 per cent was 
gained. Both of these results eclipsed those 
previously gained in Newham — 11.4 per 
cent in Beckton ward in 1978 and 19.3 per 
cent in Custom House and Silvertown in 
1974. Local organiser Steve O’Connell is to 
be congratulated for the work put into these 
campaigns. This was the first time that the 
BNP had contested elections in Newham, 
and the branch had only recently been 
formed. 

Clearly the BNP candidates in London 
benefited from the ‘Millwall effect? — the 


political fall-out resulting from the historic 
by-election victory last year. But the results 
in the North and Midlands have also 
provided a useful springboard for further. 
success in the months to come. The benefits 
of canvassing were also seen in the wards 
where it was carried out. 

All of our candidates are to be applauded 
for their bravery in standing for election and 
our campaigning teams congratulated for the 
excellent results that are the fruits of their 
labours. 

. These results show that the BNP is on 
the march. The British people are beginning 
to wake up and in increasing numbers are 
turning to the BNP to show their rejection of 
the old failed parties of Westminster. The 
media and the old parties hoped that the 
BNP’s victory last year was a flash in the 
pan. Our successes this year proved them all 
wrong! 


DAGENHAM 


The Dagenham by-election followed fast 
on the heels of the May local elections. 
Originally, the then sitting Labour M.P. 
Brian Gould had announced his intention of 
resigning his seat in September. However, 
Labour Party managers pressed Gould into 
going early so that the by-election would 
coincide with the European Elections and 
four other Parliamentary by-elections to be 
held on June 9th. The reason for this switch 
is not hard find. In the wake of the Millwall 
by-election victory last September, the BNP 
had announced it’s interest in contesting the 
Dagenham by-election. If the BNP had a 
whole summer to build up its support base 
then Labour’s majority might be in danger. 
Hence Gould had to go early. 

This no doubt partly explains Labour’s 
huge sigh of relief when they, by hook or by 
crook, regained Millwall in the May 
elections. Labour spokesmen rushed to the 
television studios to announce that the BNP 
was finished. This refrain was gleefully 
taken up by the media as they clumsily 
moved the goalposts in an attempt to down- 
play the BNP’s real electoral successes in 
May. Whereas eight months earlier the 
media would sneer at the humble showing of 
nationalist candidates, now it was trumpeted 
as a victory for the established order if a 
BNP candidate failed to win! 

This was the background to our 
campaign in Dagenham. We had been forced 
to prepare as much of the groundwork as 
possible during the May election campaign, . 
as there would be no time for a breathing 
space afterwards. Party leader John Tyndall 
decided to stand as the candidate and the 
leaflets were prepared, but besides that our 
campaign in on had to be put on ice 
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until after 5th May polling day. 

This put our campaign at a distinct 
disadvantage. The BNP had never contested 
an election of any sort in Dagenham before, 
and little political work had ever been 
carried out in the area. In short, we had no 


real base from which to work and we were: 


unfamiliar with the territory. 

By contrast, Labour had won all but one 
of the wards in the local elections (the other 
went to an independent) with huge 
majorities. With another election following 


on so soon, voter apathy was a major factor | 


which we had to contend with, together 
with the deadening effect which the Euro- 
Elections had. As the BNP was not con- 
testing the Euro-Elections, we had to ask 
voters only to vote BNP in the one election. 
All our rivals contested both elections. This 
was an unusual disadvantage for us. 
Despite Dagenham council being a 
Labour one, it is comparatively well run, 
and has never been the preserve of the 
loony left. This and the media’s love affair 
with the Labour leadership contest made 
Labour appear to be a sensible and viable 
force for anti-Conservative opinion to rally 
‘behind. In the light of the overall European 


Election results it can be seen that Labour’s 


popularity was greatly boosted by this 
factor. Labour’s leadership hopefuls have 
been allowed to present their policies in a 
positive way to an uncritical media. A 


similar effect occurred during the Tory: 


leadership contest after Margaret Thatcher 
was deposed. The Conservatives were 
languishing in the polls, but once Major, 
Hurd and Hesseltine, were pushed onto the 
screens every night, the Conservatives’ 
popularity recovered for a few months. 
These seems to have been little or no 
sympathy vote over John Smith’s death — 
at least this issue did not register on the 


DAGENHAM 
Returning officer announces results. BNP parliamentary candidate John Tyndall is on 
far right. 


doorsteps of Dagenham! 

The public’s ‘feel good’ attitude towards 
Labour undoubtedly depressed our vote, 
and that of the Liberal Democrats. From 
their best ever local election performance in 
May, the Liberal Democrats slumped down 
to below their 1992 General Election poll in 
the Euro Elections in June. Hence the 
rather glum look on Paddy Ashdown’s face 
when the Euro Election results came 
through, even though his party had won 
their first two seats in the European 
Parliament. If it is any consolation to the 
Liberal Democrats, I would predict that 
their votes will recover in a few months 
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time, when the wonder boy Tony Blair (if 
he becomes Labour Leader) will have had 
his shortcomings exposed. However, I 
would further predict that soon after the 
Liberal Democrats will see their support 
eroded by the growing electoral strength of 
the British Nationalist Party! it, a 


ACTIVISTS TIRED 


Back in Dagenham, the British National 
Party campaign took some time to gather 
momentum. Undoubtedly some activists 
were tired after their efforts in the May 
elections. Others, it must be said, were 


_ disappointed that the Millwall seat was not 


retained. This hindered our campaign and 
resulted in us not ‘punching our weight’ in 
Dagenham. It is essential that our activists: 
maintain their momentum and do not let 
their expectations of victory run away with 
themselves. A long-term and _ broader 
perspective is needed. 

By underplaying our hand in Dagenham, 
we forfeited a greater vote. It was quite 
within our potential (given the turnout and 


' other factors mentioned above) to have 


gained well over 2,000 votes and come a 
clear second, ahead of both the Liberal 
Democrats and the Tories. More activists 
doing more work was all that was required. 
Hard work properly applied is the only way 
to success. One is no good without the 
other. There are no short cuts. 

After this litany of excuses, here are the 
results: - 


, Labour 15,474 (72.0 per cent) 


Conservative 2,130 (9.91 per cent) 
Liberal Democrat 1,804 (8.39 per cent) 


. British National Party 1,511 (7.03 per cent) 


UK Independence Party 457 (2.13 per cent) 
Natural Law Party 116 (0.54 per cent) 
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SUCCESS UPON SUCCESS 
| (Contd. from prev. page) 


This is the best nationalist parliamentary 
election result of any kind since the 1979 
General Election, when John Tyndall 
himself gained 7.6 per cent in Hackney 
South and Shoreditch. Prior to this the best 
result was in the Birmingham Stechford by- 
election (8.2 per cent) in March 1977 and 
then the Walsall North by-election (7.3 per 
cent) in November 1975. These two earlier 
by-elections represented the high water 

- mark for the National Front in the 1970s. 
The Dagenham result is also twice as good 
as any nationalist vote since 1979. 

Dagenham was only the second time 
ever that a nationalist candidate has saved 
his deposit. In the 1970s, however it must 
be said that the threshold to save a deposit 
of £150 was 12 per cent of the vote 
(compared to £500 for 5 per cent now). 

- The National Front saved one deposit in 
. West Bromwich in 1973 in a straight fight 


with Labour and the Tories. This result of | 


16% also coincided with the much 
publicised. arrival in Britain of tens of 
thousands of Ugandan Asians. This result 
then was gained under particularly 


favourable circumstances, and was remote 
from the period of the National Front’s 
greatest successes nationwide. The media 
today play a much bigger role in elections, 
and it is much more difficult for ‘minor’ 
parties to achieve good results. It is 
instructive to know that our campaign 
received virtually no publicity at all, 
nationally or locally. This was undoubtedly 
partly due to an ‘ignore-them-and-they-will- 
go-away’ policy in operation by the 
controlled media. What political comment 
was made during the Dagenham campaign 
concentrated on the Euro Elections and the 
Labour leadership contest. . 
These considerations make our achieve- 
ment in Dagenham all the more remarkable 
and significant. In our first serious 
Parliamentary by-election outing, the BNP 
scored a percentage of the poll that the old 
National Front would have been more than 
pleased with at the height of its success, and 
after the National Front had contested 
hundreds of local elections and numerous 
Parliamentary elections in order to establish 
itself. In short, the BNP has surged ahead in 
double-quick time. And this is despite all the 
problems discussed in this article. The 
dedicated activists who created this success 


must be heartily congratulated, particularly 
local campaign manager Tony Lecomber. 

During the count, while it appeared neck 
and neck between the BNP, the Tories and 
the Liberal Democrats, it was a joy to see 
the look on the face of Lib Dem MP Simon 
Hughes as he paced nervously up and down. 
When I later saw a taped recording of the 
BBC’s election coverage, Hughes was to be 
seen popping up every so often muttering his 
worries about how well the BNP was doing. 
Indeed, all comment on Dagenham was 
dominated by John Tyndall’s good result. 
The after-poll speeches by the new Labour 
MP and the Tory and Liberal Democrat 
candidates were almost exclusively taken up 
with hysterical outbursts against the BNP. 
Clearly they were shocked by our result. 

On the weekend following the election, 
The Mail on Sunday referred to ‘‘the 
disturbing success of the British National 
Party Candidate.’’ 

Our electoral efforts have only just 
begun. Dagenham was only a sample of 
things to come. It is up to our activists to 
redouble their efforts to ensure that success 
follows success, that our votes rise and rise, 
until that time when the BNP can really 
challenge for power. 


LIMITED MILEAGE IN EUROPE? 


TONY LECOMBER makes an analysis of the 
results of patriotic and nationalist candidates 
in last. month’s EC elections 


AS readers of Spearhead will know, the 
British National Party did not contest the 
European elections. There were several 
reasons for this of which the most 
important was the probability that few 
anti-Europe electors would vote. 

Nevertheless, readers may be surprised 
to know that no less than 48 patriotic/ 
nationalist candidates stood in the European 
elections. These included 23 from the UK 
Independence Party, five from the National 
Front, six from the New Britain Party, two 
Home Rule candidates, two Third Way 
candidates, two capital punishment 
‘candidates and eight assorted anti-European 
‘federation independents. 

Before we examine these parties’ 
performance, however, two things should 
be noted. First and foremost was the 
massive swing to Labour, which nearly 
‘wiped out the Tories. As it was, the latter, 
were relieved to be reduced to just 18 Euro 
seats, down from the 34 they had before. 
Secondly, the voter turnout was low - only 
36.4 per cent. Inevitably, the political 
pundits have interpreted the Euro vote iq 
Parliamentary terms and forecast a 200 seat 
‘Labour majority at the next general: 
election. They point in particular to key 
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the seven nationalist 


Euro seats in the south, such as Norfolk, 
Kent East, Essex South, Suffolk and 
Norfolk S.W. and Essex W. & Herts E., 
transferring directly from Tory to Labour, 
by-passing the Liberal Democrats. 
Certainly, some Tory voters have switched 
to Labour. Nevertheless, the low turnout 
reveals that many Tories stayed at home, 
unwilling either to switch to Labour or to 
back their own party. At the next general 
election, seen by voters as more important 
than the Euro elections, it is likely that 
many of these remaining Tories will return 
to the fold and provide a much closer result 
than present forecasts show. 


NATIONALIST PERFORMANCE 


So, what of the patriotic/nationalist — 


candidates? There can broadly be divided 
into two camps — nationalists with on all 
embracing ideological platform and those 
who are primarily interested in one issue — 
in most cases Europe — and have a 
‘Conservative patriotic flavour about them. 
The nationalist camp comprising the, 
National Front and Third Way fielded just 


“seven of the 48 candidates and obtained a 


generally poor vote. The NF fielded five of 
candidates and 


‘0.8 percent 


GERARD 
Batten 
(Right) was 
UK Indepen- 
dence Party 


candidate for 
London East | 
in last 
month’s 


| Euro election 


obtained an average 1.5 per cent of the 


vote. The best vote was 2.6 per cent in 
Birmingham West and the worst a miserable 
in Hertfordshire. The. 
Birmingham West result was also the best 


stood and took 3.6 percent of the poll. 
Nevertheless, all the NF candidates came 
second from last, only beating the joke 
candidates of the rug-happy National Law 
Party. 

The Third Way only fielded two 
candidates but stood out by contesting a seat 
in Ulster. David Kerr, their candidate there, 
despite using Third Way campaign 
literature, stood as ‘Independence for Ulster’ 
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Newham NE. 


. 72.1% 


Labour 
Cons 

Lib Dem 
UK Ind 
Green 
Third Way 
NLP 


57.8% 

24.2% 
9.1% 
3.5% 
2.5% 
2.0% 
0.8% 


Labour 
Cons 
Lib Dem 
UK Ind 
Homeless 1.8% 
NLP 1.3% 
Daily Sport 0.8% 


74.9% 
14.6% 
4.2% 
2.6% 


BY-ELECTION RESULTS» 
In the above table figures are given for results gained by single-issue anti-Europe 


Labour 


candidates by comparison with nationalist candidates in the recent by-elections in 
East London. 


— the party’s campaign slogan — rather 
than ‘Third Way’. 571 votes out of more 
than half a million added up to the worst 
nationalist result ever, an abysmal 0.1 per 
cent of the vote. An extra 306 second 
preference votes under Northern Ireland’s 
PR system still yielded less than 0.16 
percent of the vote. This wretched 
performance depressed the Third Way 
average vote to 1.1 percent, ‘the other vote 
- being 2 percent in London East. 

Both the NF and Third Way will 
doubtless console themselves that their votes 
were not important but that the main benefit 
was the free postal delivery of their election 
addresses. This is just as well, since it is 
indeed their only consolation. 

Of the patriotic organisations, the year- 
old UK Independence party fielded 23 
candidates. As its title suggests, it is 
essentially a one-issue party concerned with 
Europe. Largely although not solely 
comprised of disgruntled Tories — and 
attracting a disgruntled Tory vote — the UK 
Independence party scored an average 3.5 
per cent of the poll. Their best votes came 
in Kent West and Itchen, Test and Avon 
where they saved their deposits and gained 
5.2 per cent and 5.4 per cent of the poll 
respectively. Their worst votes came in the 
Highlands and Islands where they gained 0.9 | 
per cent of the poll, and in London N.E. 
where they received 1.6 per cent. Despite 
their two saved deposits, the signs look: 
ominous for the U.K. Independence party. 
First and foremost, the party’s vote comes 
mostly from disgruntled Tories. By the time 
of the next General Election, these voters 
are likely to step back into the Tory fold as 
when the crunch comes they will vote Tory 
to stave off the Labour challenge. The UK 
Indépengence Party will very likely be 
squeezed to nothingness. Second, the chance 
of three parliamentary by-elections falling on 
the same day as the Euro elections and being 
in the same Euro consistency makes for 
interesting comparisons. The London Easts 
Euro seat comprises nine Parliamentary 
constituencies, three of which were up for 
‘grabs in by-elections. These were Newham 
N.E., Barking and Dagenham. The turnout 
‘for the London East poll was 33.4 per cent, 
yet the turnouts for Newham N.E., Barking 
and Dagenham (all traditionally low turnout 
areas) were 35.4 percent, 38.6 percent and 


‘Significantly higher 
‘parliamentary constituencies this shows that — 
the party is seen by the public for what it is:. 
a one issue party, to be voted for in the. 


37.2 percent respectively. Unless the Euro, 


‘turnouts in the other six parliamentary’. 
‘constituencies were significantly lower, 


which is doubtful, then between two and five 


per cent of people who turned up at the 


polling stations to vote in the by-elections 
promptly walked off without bothering to- 
register a Euro vote. This shows that people 
rate pip’ elections mnt than 


* election broadcast). 


Independence party is unlikely to last. 
OTHER CANDIDATES 


The two Home Rule candidates shared 
the same one-issue handicap as the U.K. 
Independence party without having the 
benefit of its size (and incidently, a TV 
Nevertheless, both 
Home Rule candidates polled reasonably 


. Well to beat the Greens and come fourth, 


getting three per cent and four per cent of. 


' the vote in Cheshire West and Wirral and | 


Lancashire Central respectively. 
It should be said at this stage that the 


Greens fought all 84 mainland seats to poll 


an average 3.2 percent of the vote, saving, 


_ three deposits, their best vote of 6.5 percent 


coming in London N.E. 

The other eight European-issue, 
independents had mixed results, ranging 
from 1.4 per cent to a very creditable 6 per: 
cent and with a 3 per cent average overall. 
It is also likely that but for the split vote in: 


Sussex S. and Crawley, the Euro-sceptic 


would also have topped five percent and 


Poll share 


Official Anti-Federal Conservative 
Independent Out Of Europe 
Conservative Non-Federal 


Independent Britain In Europe 
UK Independence Anti-Federal 
Independent Euro-Sceptic 
National Independence 
Independent Anti-Europe Super State 


Sussex S. & Crawley 
Notts & Leics N.W. 
Dorset & Devon E. 
Surtey 

Birmingham W. 
Sussex S. & Crawley 
Worcs & Warks S. 
Essex N. & Suffolk S. 


‘COMPARISON OF EUROPEAN ISSUE INDEPENDENTS 


European ones — which is an important 
point to make. But the most interesting 
‘Statistic is that in London East, the UK 
Independence party scored 3.5 per cent 
while in Barking and Dagenham it only 


‘managed 2.1 percent, and in Newham N.E. 


2.6 percent. Again, unless its vote was 
in the other six 


Euro elections but not otherwise. To 
illustrate the point, in Barking even the NF 
managed to beat it. Thirdly, the poor 1.6, 
per cent vote in London North East: 


(comprising the BNP strongholds of Tower - 


Hamlets and Newham S.) reveals that the: 
UK Independence party were unable to 
gather the BNP’s Nationalist vote, 
reinforcing point (1): that its vote is 
essentially a Tory one. Altogether then, it is: 
my opinion that, on balance, the U.K. 


Birmingham W. 


Staffs E. & Derby 
London W. 
Hertfordshire 


save his deposit. 

The two Capital punishment candidates 
stood in London SW and London S and 
Surrey E and received 1.1 percent and 1.8: 
percent of the polls respectively. As single 
‘issue candidates, they fared quite poorly, 
averaging about the same as the NF, and 
‘one of them was even beaten by a joke, 
‘Monster Raving Loony’ candidate. 

That just leaves the six candidates 
fielded by the New Britain party. Like the 
UK Independence party, the NBP is 
composed of disgruntled Tories, but, unlike © 
the UKIP, is not a single issue party. 
Although it does not even have a manifesto, 
it came across as a soft Nationalist party. 
But while it is against further immigration, 
it is also opposed to repatriation. Thus by. 
the litmus test for racial nationalism it fails 
to make the grade and is revealed as 
essentially a right-wing Tory party. Despite 
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British National Party Emergency Fund 


£10,000 NEEDED! 


Dear Party Supporter, 


From time to time it is necessary for me to make a special appeal for financial help on behalf 
of our party. Now is just such a time. J 

Since last September, when the party achieved its famous council election victory in Tower 
Hamlets, we have passed through a period of intense activity unparalleled in our 12-year history. 
immediately after the Tower Hamlets victory we had to make preparations for the scheduled 
council elections in May of this year. Then when these were over we had to fight an energetic 
campaign in preparation for the parliamentary by-election in Dagenham, which took place last 
month. There has been, in effect, a virtually continual election campaign waged by the party for 
the past nine months. 

This campaign has demanded an expenditure of resources that has been enormous by the 
modest standards of the BNP. Not only have we had to pay for a vast gmount of literature but 
we have incurred many other expenses that have been necessary for the election campaigns to 
be conducted with the desired efficiency. Special measures have had to be taken for the security 
of party property and certain key personnel targeted by our opponents. The expense involved 
here was partially covered by the Security Fund launched last October but by no means entirely 
so. We have had a considerable outlay on mobile telephones and the: bills incurred for calls 
thereon. A great deal of postage and faxing expenses have been incurred by our newly formed 
press department. Certain auxillary personnel have been needed to perform key tasks and it has 
been necessary to pay travelling expenses on behalf of these persons. In some cases extra motor 
transport has had to be obtained. In short, the whole of the party’s running organisation has had 

- to be greatly expanded. 

During this exceptional period monetary receipts, though higher than ever in the party’s 
history, have not been sufficient to cover the unusual expenses, and the result has been that the 
party has had to dig deeply into. its cash reserves. 

Following the conclusion of the Dagenham by-election campaign, we are able to return to a 
period of more normal development, and it is expected that in the coming months our financial 
income and expenditure will be more evenly balanced. 

We need, however, to make up the very big deficit that has been incurred over the past nine 
months if we are to stay solvent as a party and exploit the great opportunities ahead of us for 
new growth that have been made possible by our recent political successes. 

For this reason we are opening an Emergency Fund with a target of £10,000. | am appealing 
to all members and supporters of the party to contribute generously so that we may achieve this 
‘target quickly and thereby lay sound financial foundations for development over the next 12 
months. | cannot stress strongly enough the importance of this appeal. It is a time for everyone 
to make as big sacrifices as possible so as to ensure we have the ammunition to continue the 
fight. 

Remember this, particularly those of you who are not in the front line of activity: brave men 
and women are out every day, sometimes facing real physical dangers, in order to spread the 
message of the BNP which will save our country from extinction. If you cannot be with them in 
body, at least you can ensure that they have the necessary financial backing for them to 
continue being able to carry on that fight effectively. Remember also that those who undertake 
the duty of manning and defending the party’s Bookshop in Welling live under special dangers, 
as the efforts of our opponents to attack and destroy the shop have shown. Make sure that 
these brave people do not go unsupported. 

Please make out your contributions to the British National Party Emergency Fund, and send 
them to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 

| know that you will not let us down! 


JOHN TYNDALL (Leader, BNP) 
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LETTERS 


SIR: Regarding the article ‘Natural justice 
versus modern law” by David Myatt in the 
April issue, whilst I agree that ‘modern law’ 
is quite contrary to natural justice I submit 
that this is not due to any discrepancy 
between natural justice and abstract thought 
per se but is the fault of the particular 
abstract thought of our current lawmakers. 

The power of abstract thought is the basic 
nature of Western Man — were this not so 
we should still be living in caves. Man has 
always attempted to understand nature and 
divert her to his needs; it is only when he 
seeks to disregard her that trouble ensues. 

The creation of civilisation is Western 
Man’s contribution to this planet, and this 
arose as a natural product of his mind, i.e. 
through abstract thought — as distinct from 
instinct, which unguided would lead us back 
to the jungle. 

We should rid our nation of bad laws, but 
we still have to live by ‘the rule of law’ or 
we will descend into nihilism. It is a case of 
rendering unto nature those things which are 
nature’s and unto Caesar those things which 
are Caesar’s! 

People who call us ‘back to nature’ should 


be free to abandon their clothes and return 


to the wilderness. I will wave them bye bye! 
PETER WILLIAMS 
Potter Heigham, Norfolk 


SIR: The most nauseating thing about South 


Africa’s recent descent into the cesspit of 


multi-racialism had to be the sight of the 
race perverts df the BBC and ITV who, with 
sanctimonious expressions of glee, could 
hardly avoid wetting themselves with excite- 
ment as they drooled on about the ‘‘end of 
white rule’’ in that country. 

W.G. YOUNG 

London S.E.11 


SIR: I hope the real British people have 
heeded the latest warnings from our 
politicians that democracy in this country is 
close to expiring. 

In the forced vote by the ‘gay’ lobby to 
lower the age of homosexual consent to 16 
a compromise was reached and parliament 
decided on 18. I hope most of those who 
voted for this believe inwardly that it is 
wrong. 

In a decent society, such unnatural 


behaviour would not even become a point of 
discussion. The fact that our parliament sees 
fit to allow the motion to lower the age of 


| consent speaks volumes for the kinds of 


people ruling our lives. 

‘Gays’ in general seem to me to be in dire 
need of psychiatry. It is not just their 
customary sex acts. When you can read of 
student unions organising lectures on 
bondage and sado-masochism espcially for 
their ‘gay’ and lesbian factions it makes me 
wonder what has become of our people. 

Furthermore, if anyone viewed the recent 
big ‘gay rights’ parade through London by 
these pathetic people, flaunting their 
perversions quite openly, they would be 
forgiven for wondering what next. The 
loonies are running the asylum! 

One MP involved in the age-lowering 
campaign, Mr. Jerry Hayes, said that if his 
constituents didn’t like it that was just ‘‘too 
bad.’’ The arrogance of these politicians 
defies belief, and is consistent right across 
the political spectrum. 

The political system in this country is 
totally out of touch and out of order. Party 
politics is the ruin of a once great nation. 

O.W. DICKERSON 
Stamford, Lincs. 


SIR: Following close on the heels of 
Schindler’s List, the United Nations Human 
Rights Commission has formally condemned 
‘anti-semitism’ and discrimination against 
Blacks, Jews, Arabs and Moslems but 
markedly omits to include Europeans among 
those who should not be discriminated 
against. The latter are obviously seen as fair 


game. 

And all this at a time when at the funeral 
of the Jew who slaughtered 45 Arabs the 
official in charge, Rabbi Perrin, praised this 
mass murderer by saying, and I quote: ‘‘One 
million Arabs are not worth a Jewish finger- 
nail.’’ 

No words of condemnation from the 


‘UNHRC followed this outrageous statement. 


Nor did we hear anything in protest from the 
Board of Deputies of British Jews! 

J. BURNS 

Altrincham, Ches. 


SIR: We hear a lot about how wrong it is to 
stir up ‘racial hatred’, but one might think 
that the endless succession of films, plays 
and talks about the alleged ‘Holocaust’ could 
be interpreted as being likely to stir up 
hatred against Germans. 
I read that a man of German origin has 
tried without success to get the BBC 
prosecuted on this score. To do this, one 
needs the consent of the Attorney General, 
and needless to say this was not forth- 
coming! 
R. TANDY 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: During all the days of hoo ha about the 
Normandy landings 50 years ago last month 
an interesting revelation emerged. One D- 
Day veteran when relating his experiences 
on the day said that his unit had been given 
orders ‘‘to take no prisoners.’’ 

This should make a lot of people think. 
Haven’t we been told that only the wicked 
‘Nazis’ did this sort of thing in the war and 
that the Allies were the ‘good guys’. 

Was the officer who gave this order to 
British troops hauled up before a war crimes 
tribunal? I suspect not! 

J.D. SIMPSON 
Aberdeen 


SIR: I note that they’re now pushing for a 
new law that will add up to an extra five 
years to the sentence of an assault culprit if 
it can be shown that he acted from a ‘racist’ 
motive. So, if you bash an old lady over the 
head with the object of taking her handbag 
that will be a lesser offence than hitting a 
muscular young Black in a racial argument! 
P. CLIFFORD (Mrs.) 

Portsmouth 
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B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE. (TEL:081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP. 


_NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY. 10 a.m. to 5.30 p.m. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
Only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 


Getails of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 


Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial’ practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combi 
‘edition i is dated 1979. 135pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 

BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 


articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two - 


uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

‘BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
‘ EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
os pag independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
ane OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 

invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 


highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II . 


leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the 


book highlights our war Premier’s overweening p ersonal ° 


ambition and is particularly critical of his failure to 
come to an agreement with Hitler after British forces 
had been defeated in Buropéin 1940. A valuable new 
_contribution to revisionist Hftstory. 1993, 742pp. 
‘COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
—— £10.99. A welcome reissue of a. vitally 
nt book first published in 1972, Shows how 
‘heratieen and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
BJ Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 


brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for - 


God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 

CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND 
(Col. B.S. Turner)x £9.75. An u 
articles appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 


‘Book Service only and not included in remitt- 


ances sent for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service is 
marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars. 


CONTROVERSY. OF Zi ZAON, 1 THE ‘(Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little. known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956 (rep. 1992), 72pp. 

DEALING INN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F., 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book bas attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does With racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21 a 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. - 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-fvolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Barkitt, 


~ Mark Baimbridge and Stéphen Reed) £1.50. A 


reappraisal of Britain’s membership oof the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 


THE 
CAMP 
OF THE 


NIGHTMARE SAINTS 


THAT COULD 
COME TO 
PASS 

A French- 
man’s ghastly 


running of 
Europe by 
coloured 
immigrants 


JEAN RASPAIL 


Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 


»berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. . 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform déals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps; 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 

1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise su of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
‘of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 
LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
‘existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

ON VERSUS GOD (Dr. pa ence 

tribes how financial interests are promoting th 

destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 
MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the c 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 


MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 


£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some- would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 
MONEY SBOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25, 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp.. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows. 
= conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
reation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 
NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 
NO TIME FOR SILENCE (Austin J. App)* £4.75. 
Reprints of 14 revisionist pamphlets published between 
1946 and 1978. The late author taught English literature 
at several US universities and colleges. 1987, Iv, 
143pp. 
OTHER LOSSES. (James Bacque) £4.50.’ Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 10ipp. 
RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. _ 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 


Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 
lain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 

n an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 

it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 

- Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 


not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 
SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in- Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 
SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 
SEXUAL DEAD-END (Stephen Green)« £9.95. A 
factual and scientific description of the threat to. 
personal arid social health posed by homosexualism, 
with an account of the rise of the ‘Gay Liberation’ 
movements and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not sensat- 
ionalist but neither is it for the squeamish or easily 
shocked. 1992, 482pp. 

(W. 


SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 


other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 


the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Makcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 


vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 


165pp. 


STLAIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich)« £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Kuupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. 
Monahan) £7.80. A series of articles from the Social 
Creditor dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the problem 
of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 
TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the 
honour of being barred from this country by the Wilson, 
régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 
TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
i Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 


cause. 1986, 185pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.00. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. c 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The, 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL. STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 3 8pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy mong nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1576, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Cartis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s sqn-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. ’ 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 

WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? (William G. 
Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his religious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 


~ published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 


20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


PUBLICITY MATERIA 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 


enquirers. 29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 
Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 


case —— the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post- 


Sree. 


The Enemy Within 


This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the 
BBC as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet 
comprises the text of an official complaint by the party 
to the Broadcasting Complaints Commission following 
the odious Public Eye programme shown in January 
1993. Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 


radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings . 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


Contd. overleaf 
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BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal - 


for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Defend Rights for Whites! Leaflet rallying white 


people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 

loyment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 


deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in . 


ing multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 


promoting 
‘the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover . 


two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 


three panels each side. £10.00 per 1,000, with postage - 


charges of £5.00 per 1,000. 
Vote: British Nationa] Party. This leaflet focuses on 
the BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets in Septem- 


ber 1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire , 


face of British politics, saying that now the BNP has 
shown that it can win elections it has a new credibility 


and a vote for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also : 


gives a brief synopsis of the main policies on which the 


party will be fighting forthcoming elections. This is _ = 


recommended as an excellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. 
It should be used as a supplement to, not a substitute 
for, the standard personalised candidate’s leaflet. The 
: leaflet contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek 
Beackon at his moment of victory. . 
Jom the British National Party. This leaflet is on a 
‘similar theme to the above-mentioned ‘Vote...’ leaflet, 
dealing likewise with the Tower Hamlets victory. 
‘However, it is designed primarily for recruitment 
purposes rather than for electioneering. It also contains 
the Derek Beackon victory photograph. 

Rebuild Britam NOW! Fairly new leaflet. Deals 
mostly with measures needed to revive the British 
economy and restore full employment, but also mentions 
the effect on British jobs of the coloured invasion. 


Joingas ! Highly successful recruiting leaflet —— 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 


a ee 


recfuitment campaigns. Gives'brief account of best.’ 


known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 
Immigration: the time te say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
jolent crime in Britaim: the horrifymg truth. Deals 
a mere ee and other violent attacks on 
enceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much cugher treatment of violent criminals. 


numbers of immigrants’ 


JOIN THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY VOTE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


feat 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
“ 


BNE. PO Box 17 Walia Kent OAM 308 


TWO NEW LEAFLETS 
Specially designed to focus on the»BNP 
election victory in Tower Hamlets, one for 
further elections, the other for recruitment. 
For details see the preceding page and this’ 
page. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
ing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planneg pit 
closures. 4 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 
Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidatesgfor elections, whether parli or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it ig- 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and? 
race are a big issue. : 
Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 
These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with tage 
charges of £4.50 for 1,000 ae £5.00 for 2,000. ‘ 


BNP Recordings 


Rally °93. Video-recording of the latest BNP’ Annual 


‘ Rally, staged just outside London on November 6th 


1993. Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David 
Bruce, Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John 
Tyndall. Excellent quality of film! 


Rally °92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 


_ London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 


by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 


' London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
, by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 


Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. : 
Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally. in 


‘London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 


by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recordi 
London on October 14th 1 


of BNP Annual Rally in 
9. Hear and see speeches 


, by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 


Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. ; 

Rally °87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley'Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Videos cost £12.00 plus 98p p&p. 

Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- — 

CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to: 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £15.00 per year; 
Overseas £20.00 per year; U.S.A $30.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST | 
Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 


patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


(Contd. from page 13) 


this, or perhaps beaewe of it, the NBP polled © 


quite well, averaging four per cent of the vote. 
Its lowest vote of 1.9 per cent came in 
Bedfordshire and Milton Keynes while the two 
best votes of 5.6 per cent and 5.7 per cent came 
in Essex W. and Herts E. and the Cotswolds 
respectively. Interestingly, though the NBP beat 
the Greens in only three out of the six seats in 
which the two faced each other, in the one seat 
contested against the UK Independence party, 
Bedfordshire and Milton Keynes, the NBP came 
off second best again, as the UK Independent 
candidate beat the NBP by over 3,600 votes — 
3.7 per cent of the poll compared to 1.9 per 
cent. The UKIP almost doubled the NBP vote. 

Just how the NBP will fare in the future is 
hard to say, it avoids the one-issue trap of the 
UK Independence party and has a popular 
patriotic appeal. But its target group of voters, 
disgruntled Tories, are likely to be its achilles 
-heel. In the next general election there is every 
chance that this pool of support will simply dry 
‘up in the face of the Tory sun leaving the NBP 
high and dry. 

Comparisons with the other parties reveal 
that wherever the NF or Third Way stood 
against one of the patriotic candidates they came 
off second best. The Third Way’s two per cent 
in London East was bettered by the UK 
Independent’s 3.5 per cent, a difference of 2,500 
votes, and the NF was severely embarrassed 
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almost erate edi stood. 
NATIONAL FRONT RESULTS 


In Birmingham West the Anti-Federal 
candidate bettered the NF vote by a whole 
percentage point, while in Herts, the NBP vote 
was four times better than the top NF. In Staffs 
E. and Derby the UK Independent vote was more 
than three times better and in London W. more 
than twice as good. 

What then can be deduced from all the 
figures? Firstly there is an anti-Europe vote. 
Of the 48 candidates surveyed five saved 
their deposits: two UK Independents, two 
NBP and an independent who got the highest 
vote of all — six per cent. Secondly, the 
single-issue anti-Europe vote seems to share 
a common factor with those of the anti- 
Europe ‘patriotic’ candidates — that they 
come from disgruntled Tories rather than 
nationalist voters. A number of these candidates 
from the NBP, UK Independent and the 
independents are well known in local Tory 
circles, and it was from this base that they 
mobilised their support. Thirdly (and supporting 
pint 2) the anti-Europe vote went to the anti- 

uro Tories rather than to genuine nationalist 
candidates where they stood against each other. 
This point is important. The high votes that the 
BNP has achieved in recent times are mostly ex- 
Labour votes, while the anti-Europe vote appears 
to be an essentially ex-Tory one. Thus while 
there is a genuine anti-Europe vote to be had, it 
would be most unlikely to fall to us, and it would 


seem therefore that the decision for the BNP not 
to contest the Euro elections based on the results 
of other nationalists was the right one. Fourth, as; 
stated before, the higher votes achieved by the 
UK Independence party in the Euro elections, as 
opposed to the parliamentary by-elections, where 
even the NF beat them, supports my contention 
that this one-issue party has little future and will 
fizzle out altogether if the Tories get their act 
together for the next General Election and do not 
come over as too pro-Euro integration. This same 
fate is also likely to befall the New Britain Party. 
For reasons of a shared common voter base wi 
the Tories (a factor it also shares with the U 
Independence party), when the Tories make their 
rallying cry for the next General Election many 
NBP voters will shift back to them, and the NBP 
will simply fade away. Fifth, the Nationalist vote 
was terrible and so far as Euro elect-ions are 
concerned, is likely to remain so. 

A serious question remains. The BNP 
achieved a seven per cent in Dagenham on a low 
turnout of 37.2 percent. Were not our voters 
already at the polls? What then could the BNP 
have achieved in London East (never mind 
London N.E.) which had a 36.4 per cent turnout? 
Is it that people don’t vote nationalist at Euro 
election time or is it that the Nationalist 
candidates standing were not the BNP and that 
had the BNP stood, with its higher profile and 
more successful track record, more people 
would have voted nationalist? 

Unfortunately, a definitive answer cannot be 
supplied unless the British National Party enters 
the fray to find out. 


DAGENHAM 


Tyndall wins back deposit 


DISTURBING SUCCESS’ SAYS NATIONAL SUNDAY PAPER 


JOHN TYNDALL, Spearhead editor and 
British National Party leader, became the 
first ever BNP candidate to win back a 


deposit in a parliamentary election when he | 


gained 1,511 votes in the by-election in 
Dagenham constituency last month. Mr. 
Tyndall won 7 per cent of the poll in a 
Labour landslide and at one time during the 
count was running the Tory and Liberal 
Democrat candidates so close that leading 
LibDem spokesman Simon Hughes appeared 
on television to express his grave concern at 
the size of the BNP vote. 

Mr. Tyndall’s percentage of the vote more 
than doubled any previously won by a BNP 
parliamentary candidate. In a report in The 
Independent newspaper the following day it 
was said to be ‘‘taken as confirmation ... 
that the BNP’s loss of its Tower Hamlets 
council seat last month did not mean its 
position was declining.’’ On the following 
weekend a leader in The Mail on Sunday 
spoke of ‘‘the disturbing success of the 
British National Party candidate in last 
week’s Dagenham by-election...’’ 

Mr. Tyndall’s result was achieved against 
considerable odds. Dagenham has not only 
always been a solid Labour. seat but its 
Labour-controlled borough council, in which 
the loony left has virtually no influence, is 
one of the London area’s better local author- 
ities. This, and the fact that the former MP 
Brian Gould had quite a good local follow- 
ing, meant that Labour had lost much less of 
its support in the area than in many of its 
other traditional hunting grounds. In addition 
to this, the by-election came just at a time 
when public desire to hit the Government 
had reached such a pitch that people were 
disposed to vote en masse for whichever 
candidate was most likely to wallop the 
Tories. The huge size of the Labour vote (72 
per cent of the poll) greatly reduced the 
maximum votes within the reach of the other 
parties, and bearing this in mind the BNP 
did extremely well. Mr. Tyndall’s vote 
would have been higher but for the inter- 
vention of a UK _ Independence Party 
candidate, who won 2.1 per cent of the poll. 

From the BNP’s point of view, the 
election was also fought under a further 
disadvantage. The massive effort,made in 
the previous month’s council elections, 
particularly in the East London area, had 
exhausted many activists, and the campaign 
turnout was not high in numerical terms. A 
small though very dedicated team was forced 
to bear the brunt of the work. This team 
rose magnificently to the occasion, with 
some of the regulars travelling great 
distances to get to the area. The team was 
led by Tony Lecomber, who did a superb 


microphone to give his 


the conduct of the election have’ revealed the | 


job under difficult-circumstances. 

The count at Barking Town Hall had its 
comical moments. After the announcement 
of the result, each of the Labour, Tory and 
LibDem candidates took up almost half their 
speeches attacking the BNP. After they had 
finished and as John Tyndall came to the 
address, the 
victorious Labour candidate Judith Church 
made her grand gesture of the evening by. 
walking off the platform, followed in wimp- 
like manner by the Tory and Liberal 
Democrat. This, far from dismaying the 
BNP contingent present, was 
greeted by its members by 
gales of laughter. The more | xi) Si Siew 
pompously they try to act, the | 
more ludicrous they make — 
themselves appear! | aes 

All in all, a most encour- | 
aging result for the BNP. The =<" s»2si% sosorssae 
(Minibus 
express his warmest thanks as 
candidate to all those whose 
hard work made it possible. 


MILLWALL ELECTION 


Last month we reported that the agent for the 
three British National Party candidates in the local 
government election in East London’s Millwall 
Ward was requesting a full judicial enquiry into 
the conduct of the election so as to ascertain 
whether malpractices had occurred. 

The party has since been advised as to the full 
procedure necessary to bring about such an 
enquiry. It would involve legal costs that would 
impose a very heavy strain on party funds and 
without any certainty of success at the end. In 
view of the present financial resources of the 
BNP it has been decided that the chances of 
getting the election declared by a court to be null 
and void would not be sufficient to justify this 
great expense. Should a similar situation arise in 
the future, with the party’s resources substantially 
greater, such action would most certainly be 
considered. 

For the moment, the BNP’s own enquiries into 


MONEY BACK 
John Tyndall holds the cheque for his returned deposit. 
Inset: the cheque enlarged. 


strong probability of malpractice. Whether this 
occurred on a scale that could have influenced the 
final result is uncertain, and the difficulty of 
proving it was an important factor in deciding the 
party against court action on this occasion. 
However, the principal findings of the BNP. 
enquiry have been condensed into leaflet form for 
distribution throughout Millwall. It is intended 
that those same findings will be revealed in 
greater detail in a small booklet, to be published 
later this year. 


Support these men! 


As a result of the Brick Lane case, two BNP 
men have received vicious sentences. Simon 
Biggs has been given 44 years and Stephen 
O’Shea one year. We urge readers to send 
letters. of support to the two. Their addresses 
are: Biggs, S. (NA 2058), HMP Little Hay, 
Huntingdon, Cambs.; O’Shea, S. (NA 2056), 
HMP Brixton, Jebb Avenue, London S.W.2. 


‘SUPPORT. FUND. 


“Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production 
-and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our 
supporters so that we may remain solvent. __ 
Because of the controversial nature of the opinions. expressed in these 
columns, we have found it impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
| handle our magazine. It is therefore not. to be found on sale in high st c: 
” newsagents or bookshops. Hence our need for additional fine suppC 
__ Please send all contributions to: e 
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MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


ROCHDALE 
PO Box 118, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 


ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
.BM Box 3958, London WC1IN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 


‘HILLINGDON 


Contact your 
local party unit! 


‘THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 


PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB8 3BA . 
RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES 
PO Box 94, Teddington, 

Middlesex TW11 9EY 

CROYDON & MERTON 

‘PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

‘Surrey SMS 4QW 

‘SOUTH EAST LONDON 

(PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
EPPING FOREST 

‘PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 
WATFORD 

BM Box 1245, London WC1N 3XX 
MILTON KEYNES 

‘PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 

PO Box 174, Kempston, 

Bedford MK42 8EQ 

CAMBRIDGE 

PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 
‘Cambridge CB5 9JR 

BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
‘BCM Box 4110, London WC1N 3XX 


ISLE OF WIGHT 


list of the main units. 


WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


‘STOKE-ON-TRENT 


PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

PO Box 45, Wellingborough NN8& 3HE 
LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
NOTTINGHAM =. 

PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 
MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 

PO Box ‘20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


CHESTERFIELD 


PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LINCOLN 

PO Box 57, Lincoln LN5 7RQ 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
WARRINGTON 

c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 


BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 
Lancs. BB2 2UQ 
BURNLEY 

c/o PO Box 15, Todmorden, 
Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
NELSON & COLNE 

c/o PO Box 15, Todmorden, 
Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 


BLACKPOOL 
PO Box 53, South Shore, 
Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 


PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 _ 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


DEWSBURY 
PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 O0YU 


HALIFAX 
PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 


~HULL 


PO Box 558, Hull HUS 3YW 


DARLINGTON 
PO Box 61, Darlington, 
Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


PO Box 7, Ventnor, I. o. W. PO38 1RA 


DEVON 

PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 
‘CARDIFF 

PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 
GWENT 

PO Box 8, Tredegar NP2 3YG 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
‘Birmingham B44 9LZ 
‘BIRMINGHAM SOUTH 
‘PO Box 3592, Kings Norton 
Birmingham B30 9HZ 

WEST BROMWICH 

‘PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 


The BNP also has units in Hounslow & — 
Staines, Redbridge, Newham, Barking & 
Dagenham, Havering, Basildon, Southend-on- 
Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Woking, Southampton, 
Reading, Gloucestershire, .Bristol & Bath, 
Bournemouth, Stevenage, Enfield & South 
-Herts., Stourbridge, Coventry, Grantham, 
Derby, Ilkeston, North Wales, Bolton & 
Bury, Ashton-under-Lyme, Batley, York, 
Skipton, Tees-side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, 
Clydebank, Greenock, Dumbarton, Lanark- 
shire, Ayr, Cumnock (Ayrshire) and Inver- 
ness.‘If you want to make contact with any of 
.these units, or start a new unit, please write 
to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 


EDINBURGH 
PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


MIDLOTHIAN 
PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


TAYSIDE 
PO Box 210, Dundee DD1.9EP 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


NORTHERN IRELAND 
PO Box 214, Belfast BT4 1AE 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- BING sibs oc ckdcceceneee Fee Tacos Sa Me ASE nO A) 
P.O. BOX 117 : 

WELLING | AUR OGE oo osc oon ides iotsinadinansivnne URES Tr 965 sina deaueadiolt 
KENT DA16 3DW a) 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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